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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

The present amendment is submitted in accordance with the Revised Amendment 
Format as set forth in the Notice provided on the USPTO web site for the Office of Patent Legal 
Administration; Pre-OG Notices; signed 1/31/03. 

Claims 1-13 are pending in the application. Claims 1-13 are examined on the 
merits. No claims are allowed. Claims 1,12 and 13 have been amended. Claims 5 and 6 have 
been canceled. Entry of the amendment, reconsideration of the rejection, and allowance of 
claims 1-4 and 7-13 are respectfully requested. 

The Amendment 

In order to expedite prosecution of the application and advance the case toward 
allowance, the claims have been amended. No new matter was introduced by this amendment. 

Claim 1 has been amended to specify that the 20th amino acid from the N- 
terminus of a 41 amino acid peptide or the 19th amino acid from the N-terminal of a 40 amino 
acid peptide of the CRH superfamily or analog thereof is replaced with a D-amino acid "residue" 
and not with a "peptide". Support for this amendment can be found on page 6 of the 
specification, lines 19 and 22. 

Claim 12 had been amended to correct a minor error. The duplicated term "the" 
has been deleted. 

Claim 13 has been amended to depend from claim 12 and to clarify that cyclo(30- 
33)-hCRH further comprises [D-Glu 20 ] . 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. §112 

Claims 1-13 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph for 
allegedly lacking written description. 

The office action indicates that claim 1 is drawn to inhibiting cancerous tumor 
growth by administering a CRH in which the 19th or the 20th amino acid is to be replaced with a 
D-amino acid peptide. The office action further indicates that the specification does not teach 
the replacement of the 19th or the 20th amino acid with a D-amino acid peptide, rather the 
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teaching is drawn to replacement of the 19th or the 20th amino acid with a D-amino acid residue 
or one D-amino acid and not a plurality of D-amino acids forming a peptide. 

Claim 1 has been amended accordingly and the term "peptide" has been replaced 
with the term "residue" at the appropriate position in the claim. 

The office action also alleges that the claims are drawn to treating cancer in 
bladder, brain, breast, colon, lung, prostate or skin as in claim 5; and in bone, cartilage, 
connective tissue or striated tissue as in claim 6. Herein the Examiner asserts that these types of 
cancers, or how to treat them, are not set forth in the specification. In the interest of prosecution 
efficiency, claims 5 and 6 have been canceled. However, this amendment is made to advance the 
claims toward allowance and must not be construed as an acquiescence in the rejection. It is 
stated for the record that in light of claim 4, which covers tumor growth including carcinoma, 
carcinosarcoma, melanoma or sarcoma, Applicants are not unduly restricted with respect to 
treating cancer. Particularly, the specification indicates that the peptides of the instant invention 
which have the property to inhibit abnormal cell growth, are useful in a number of therapeutic 
applications (see page 8 of the specification, lines 9-22). 

The Examiner further asserts that claim 13 is drawn to administering CRH analog 
[D-Glu 20 ]-cyclo(30-33)-hCRH which allegedly lacks written description. 

This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

The Examiner indicates on page 2 of the Office Action that the specification sets 
forth many CRH analogs, such as cyclo(30-33)-Acetyl-Pro 4 or D-Glu 20 but not [D-Glu 20 ]- 
cyclo(30-33)-hCRH. The Examiner apparently rejects claim 13 because an analog having the 
formula [D-Glu 20 ]-cyclo(30-33)-hCRH is not described in the specification. It is respectfully 
clarified that claim 13 is directed to cyclic hCRH polypeptides where the glutamic acid residue at 
position 20 is replaced with a D amino acid moiety (see specification on page 5, lines 17-24). As 
such, the replacement of amino acid position 20 with a D amino acid moiety denotes simply a 
further limitation of the CRH analogs of the instant invention. Claim 13 has been amended to 
depend from claim 12 to further clarify this point. Claim 13 now depends from claim 12 and 
specifies that cyclo(30-33)-hCRH further comprises the limitation of [D-Glu 20 ]. 
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In light of the amendments and remarks presented above, Applicants respectfully 



request that the rejection of claims 1-4 and 7-13 under 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph, be 



In view of the foregoing, Applicants believe all claims now pending in this 



Application are in condition for allowance. The issuance of a formal Notice of Allowance at an 
early date is respectfully requested. 



If the Examiner believes a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of 



this application, please telephone the undersigned at 650-326-2400. 



TOWNSEND and TOWNS END and CREW LLP 

Two Embarcadero Center, Eighth Floor 

San Francisco, California 941 1 1-3834 

Tel: 650-326-2400 

Fax:415-576-0300 

Attachments 
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withdrawn. 



CONCLUSION 




Respectfully submitted. 



Brigitte A. Hajos 
Reg. No. 50,971 



Page 6 of 6 



